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La Jolla, September 12, 20OB 



Mr. £ Swinehart 
PATENT OFFICE 
Fax: 




Dear Mr. Swinehart: 

As you may recall from the video at your office, the TH surface-submersible had 
extraordinary surface and subsurface performance. This is attained having its urique 
double wedge body, for example in claim 40 of application 677 583. 

Before leaving on travel, I tried to reach you by phone regarding claim 40 o ,; the 
application which was rejected by Spear (US 1 154 215), a new art cited in Final Action. 
Therefore, I would appreciate the opportunity of reviewing by phone the reasons v/hy I 
think Spear is different from Applicant's invention. 

To help a telephone review, i am cofaxing Figs. 1 and 2 of Spear, with an analysis wifch, 
it is respectfully submitted, stows why Spear confirms, rather than impede, the inve ntive 
substance of Claim 40. After seeing Spear, claim 40 could be perfected further if tti© total 
planform width adjacent the stern in claim 40 were defined as between side surface 
portions of its elongated body. 

I look forward to reviewing the above by phone from abroad, prior to submitting next >- 
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3 IRAQI fi ' PatoattdBept 31, 1915. 




sljrs 

sffl 



c 5? >. 

38 eh 1 "!? 

•= w ci 5 
;= c -a 



ATTORNEYS 



> 

o 
o 

QQ 

I 



04/21/2 003, east Version: 1.03.0002 



£0 3EWd 



S3DIJJ0 Mtfl 



t?t?£gil7£Z0t> T0:0T E00Z/ZZ/S0 



